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Art Unit: 2854 

DETAILED ACTION 

1. Applicant's arguments, see the request for reconsideration, filed January 16, 
2007, with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 2-5, 7, 10 and 12 under 35 USC 103 as 
being obvious in view of Price, Dini, Chase, and, with respect to claim 4-- Jeschke have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, these rejections have been 
withdrawn . However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made 
under 35 USC 103 in view of Bechman (US 1,293,305) and the previously cited Dini, 
Konrad et al., and, with respect to claim 4,-Jeschke. See the 35 USC 103 rejections set 
forth below. 

Priority 

2. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. H9(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to because of the following informalities: In Figures 1 
and 8, the labeling of the same piece of structure with reference numerals 1 and 2 is 
somewhat confusing since "1" is defined in the specification as the printing press and "2" 
is defined as the impression cylinder. To make the Figures and labels more accurate, it 
suggested that the structure labeled "1, 2" be amended to just be labeled "2" and a 
separate reference numeral 1 with a lead line having an arrow at the end be added to 
each of Figures 1 and 8 to more accurately depict the "printing press". In Figure 3a, it is 
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suggested that one of the two occurrences of reference numeral 32 in the piece of 
structure labeled "12, 32, 32, 35" could be deleted since it is redundant. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 2-5, 7, 10 and 12 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

With respect to claim 10, line 5, it is suggested that the term "an" (second 
occurrence) be deleted and replaced with —the- or -said- since the ink form roller was 
previously recited earlier in line 5. Additionally, in line 16, it is suggested that the term 
"it" be deleted and replaced with the actual structure to which "it" is intended to refer. 
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Note similar changes for both of these issues should be made to the similar language in 
claim 12. 

Appropriate correction and/or clarification is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2-3, 5, 7, 10, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bechman (US 1,293,305) in view of Konrad et al. (US 2002/0014171 
Ai) and Dini (US 3,964,386). 

With respect to claims 10 and 12, Bechman teaches a printing press comprising a 
printing form cylinder P, a zone-less inking unit including an ink metering device having 
a single metering element 3 operatively engaging a roller 2 operatively engaging with an 
ink form roller 6, 6a, the ink form roller rolling on the printing form cylinder P during a 
printing operation, the ink metering device producing an ink pattern being even over a 
print width of the roller, and a plurality of glazing rollers 5, 5a, 5b, 5c, sd disposed 
downline from the single metering element 3 along a peripheral line of the roller 2, each 
of the glazing rollers 5, 5a, 5b, 5c, 5d being in rolling contact exclusively with the roller 
2. See Figure 1 and page 1, line 63 through page 2, line 36 of Bechman in particular. 
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Bechman does not specifically teach the glazing rollers have one of a rubber- 
elastic peripheral surface or an elastomeric peripheral surface as recited. However, the 
use of glazing rollers with ink repellant rubber elastic peripheral surfaces in printing 
presses for smoothing printing ink is well known in the art, as exemplified by Konrad et 
al. in paragraphs [0050] and [0070] in particular. In view of this teaching, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the glazing rolls of 
Bechman to include an ink repellant rubber elastic peripheral surface as taught by 
Konrad et al. to provide simple, lightweight ink repellant glazing or smoothing rollers 
that do not need any additional wiping blades. 

Additionally, Bechman does not specifically teach an oscillation device assigned 
to the single metering element to oscillate the single metering element as recited. 
However, Dini teaches an apparatus for removing surplus ink on printing cylinders 
including an oscillation device assigned to a single metering element (4, 5> 6, Fig. 1) for 
mounting the metering element so that it is oscillatable at a frequency within a range of 
200 Hz to 10 kHz ("5 to 200 kHz" column 2, line 46) between an engaging position and 
a spaced-away position of the single metering element in which the single metering 
element is lifted to an outlet height of at least 20 micrometers and less than 40 
micrometers from the roller 12 ("5 to 30(1" column 2, line 53). See Figure 4 and column 
2, lines 44 through column 3, line 21 of Dini in particular. In view of this teaching, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide an oscillation 
device for oscillation a metering element at the particular frequency and height as 
taught by Dini that operates to oscillate the single metering element of Bechman to 
provide a metering arrangement that advantageously controls the thickness of the ink 
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layer on the cylinder while preventing wear of the blade and/or cylinder surface and 
eliminating inconsistency of tone reproduction in printing. 

With respect to claim 2, note Dini teaches the oscillation device has a guide 
guiding the single metering element in an oscillation direction A deviating in a range 
from o° to 20 0 (see angle a) in the radial direction of the roller 12. 

With respect to claim 3, note Dini teaches the oscillation device has an 
electromagnetic oscillation drive drivingly connected to the single metering element in 
column 3, lines 17-21. 

With respect to claim 5, note both Dini and Bechman teach the single metering 
element is a metering blade having a working region termination in a cutting edge, the 
working region of the metering blade having a cross-sectional thickness which remains 
constant. See column 3, lines 46-50 and Figure 4 of Dini as well as Figures 1 and 3 of 
Bechman. 

With respect to claim 7, note the pool of ink in fountain 1 of Bechman can broadly 
be considered to be an ink feeding device disposed upline of the metering element 
alongside the peripheral line of the roller. 

7. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bechman 
(US 1,293,305) in view of Konrad et al. (US 2002/0014171 Ai) and Dini (US 3,964,386) 
as applied to claims 2-3, 5, 7, 10, and 12 above, and further in view of Jeschke et al. (US 
4,089,264). Bechman as modified by Konrad et al. and Dini teach a printing press 
having all of the structure as recited with the exception of the oscillating device 
including a spring for setting the single metering element against the roller. However, 
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Jeschke et al. teaches an electromagnetically actuated oscillating element 6 that is set 
against a roller 2 by a spring 15, as shown in Figure 1 and described in column 3, line 38 
through column 4, line 15. In view of this teaching, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide a spring for setting the single metering element 
against the roller as taught by Jeschke in the press of Bechman as modified by Konrad et 
al. and Dini since a person of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that a spring 
would cause the default position of the metering element to be one of contact with the 
roller, which would advantageously prevent wasting ink in the event that the machine 
was operating but the oscillating mechanism had otherwise failed. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2-5, 7, 10 and 12 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leslie J. Evanisko whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2161. The examiner can normally be reached on T-F 8:00 am-6:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Judy Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-2258. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) 
or 571-272-1000. 
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